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otherwise it is false. Thus, volitional satisfaction consti-
tutes truth; it Is not mere!/ a test of truth as the Naiyayika
holds. Correspondance is a meaningless term for Buddhism,
because objects of knowledge are changing from moment to
moment, so that correspondence can never be established.

The Samkhya and the Vedanta systems also define
true knowledge along the Bhatta line. They recognise
'novelty' as a mark of true knowledge. The definition like
the Bhatta one recognises novelty, absence of doubt and
truth as the essential marks of true knowledge. Both
Samkhya and Bhatta are realistic. But there is one impor-
tant difference between the two. According to Samkhya/
buddhi or cognition assumes the form of the object. Thus,
the truth of a cognition consists in its being a faithful cop/
of the object. Valid knowledge has correspondence to its
object in the sense in which a true copy has it to its original,
But Bhatta is opposed to the copy theory of knowledge.
According to him, cognition is formless. Knowledge is
Judgmental. It arises in the form of such judgments as 'this
is a jar', 'this is blue' etc., but not in the form of pictures.
When I see a rose, I judge it to be a rose, and my seeing is
true because the rose is actually there, not because I have a
picture in my mind which faithfully copies the rose.

THE MIMAMSA VIEW :

According to Bhatta Mimamsa, knowledge may be
true or false, valid or invalid. Parthasarathi distinguishes
between the terms 'Satyatva' and 'Pramanya^ Suppose
there are two persons, one asserting 'there isindra' these
two propositions are contradictory to each other, so as that
according to the law of excluded middle, only one of them
must be 'Satya\ but as there is no certitude (nirnayakatva)
as to which of them is true, there can be no Pramanya 52
Thus, 'satyatva' is not identical with Pramanya The latter
term implies the former, but the former does not imply the
latter. We take the term 'truth as a substitute for 'satyatva'
and validity for f Pramanya'. But validity does not he^o
stand for formal consistency in which sense it is used in